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Applicant's response of 5/19/06 has been entered. The examiner will address 
applicant's remarks at the end of this office action. Currently claims 1-5,7-20,22-28 
remain pending. 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-5,7-20,22-28, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Klein et al. (5726885). 

For claims 1-4,8,18, Klein discloses a vehicle renting system. Klein discloses a 
terminal (HA or the card reader of each car), register means and central computer (D) 
with computing means, vehicle monitoring means (col. 6, lines 1-12), designated area 
(H1), communication means (1), and information device (either part of HA or 1). With 
respect to the limitation of the vehicle monitoring means being "geo-fencing means", the 
examiner interprets this to be a recitation to a GPS system, which is disclosed by Klein. 
The instant specification discloses the fact that "geo-fencing means" is a GPS system. 
The GPS system of Klein monitors the use of the vehicle and monitors the location of 
the vehicles so that they can be tracked and accounted for as claimed. The 
specifics of the whereby clause are present in the GPS system of Klein and satisfy what 
is claimed. Additionally, geo-fencing is a utilization of a GPS system for vehicle 
tracking so reciting "geo-fencing" is still just a recitation to a GPS system for the 
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monitoring of the vehicles. Claim 2 also reinforces this position taken by the examiner 
because claim 2 is reciting that the vehicle monitoring means (which comprises the geo- 
fencing means) is a GPS system (exactly what Klein discloses). 

For claims 5,14, applicant is reciting a method limitation and this has been 
considered to the extent that the prior art must be capable of doing what is claimed. 
Klein is fully capable of operating as claimed. Intended use limitations in article claims 
will be given minimal patentable weight. 

For claims 7,20, the examiner feels that they read on a GPS device that is 
disclosed by Klein. A GPS device provides the ability to monitor the entry and exiting of 
vehicles from the designated area. A GPS unit is the device that is used to allow the 
function of the means plus function language to occur. "Geo-fencing" is and requires a 
GPS unit. 

For claims 9-13,19, applicant has recited data and nothing more. This is 
considered to be non-functional descriptive material and because Klein uses input data, 
Klein anticipates this claim. The kind of data being used is non-functional descriptive 
material. 

For claims 15,16,17, the card reader of Klein is vehicle mounted and reads 
information from an identification card as claimed. The kind of data being used is non- 
functional descriptive material. 

For newly added method claims 22-28, Kline discloses the providing of a 
designated area for a user to obtain a vehicle from. The providing "geo-fencing means" 
is satisfied by the GPS system that Klein uses to track and monitor the vehicles with. 
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Geo-fencing is and requires a GPS unit. Kline discloses that users can request the use 
of a vehicle at terminal HA, where the terminal accepts user input information, and can 
determine whether or not a vehicle is available for the user based on entered 
information (what vehicle is desired, how long, and is the vehicle presently being used 
or is it even available). The availability is communicated to the user as claimed. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 5/19/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

With respect to the argument that Klein does not disclose a geo fencing means to 
monitor the use of the vehicle, the examiner disagrees. Applicant has argued that geo 
fending is an electronic net that uses GPS to detect when a vehicle is entering, exiting, 
or within a designated area. Applicant has argued that the GPS system "by itself, 
cannot select and enclose a designated area of various radii, as described by 
applicant". The examiner notes that nothing in the claim requires any kind of radii be 
created and the claim does not recite anything about an electronic net. The particulars 
that applicant seems to be arguing are not required in the scope of the claim. It appears 
that applicant is possibly arguing a means plus function 35 USC 112,6 th interpretation 
for the term "geo fencing means", but the examiner notes that applicant has never 
invoked a 1 12,6 th analysis for the claims. To be a proper means plus function 1 12,6 th 
limitation, a function must be specified and the language must be written as a "means" 
for "doing a specified function". If applicant does not use this kind of format, 1 12,6 th is 
not invoked. All that the instant pending claims recite is "geo-fencing means", which is 
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not a 1 12,6 th limitation. The claims do not require the creation of an electronic net and 
do not require areas of various radii as argued. The claims only recite a "geo fencing 
means" and then state "whereby vehicles contained within, entering, or exiting the 
designated area can be tracked and accounted fof\ In the system of Klein, GPS is 
used so that vehicles can be tracked and accounted for, just as the claim specifies in 
the whereby clause. In Klein, a person using GPS to determine a vehicle location will 
be able to track and account for the vehicle because they know where the vehicle is. 
The location will allow a person to determine if the vehicle is entering, exiting, or within a 
certain area. Kline satisfies what is claimed. 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Duvall (6665613), Durst et al. (6480147) disclose GPS systems 
that also have "geo-fencing". The "Word Spy" document gives a definition for 
geofencing and includes a citation from 1997 that is evidence that geofencing was 
known prior to the filing date of the instant application. The examiner makes applicant 
aware of these references because if the claims were amended to actually require the 
geo fencing particulars that applicant has argued, these features are known in the art 
and in the opinion of the examiner, would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill to 
provide to the system of Klein. This feature is not novel even if it is claimed 
commensurate with what applicant has argued. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Ruhl whose telephone number is 571-272-6808. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

DENNIS RUHL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




